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DETAILED ACTION 
Specification 

1 . Specification is objected to because of the following informalities 

Page 4, line 2, it is suggested to change "server 105" to — server 106 — . 
Page 7, line 3, it is suggested to change "us" to — is — . 


Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Miller et al 
(6,587,867) in view of Galasso et al (6,374,302). 

Regarding claims 1-3, Miller discloses an apparatus comprising a stored table of 
information (subscriber profile databases) indicative of plurality of parties to be contacted and 
within a local commimity of interest corresponding to a specified set of one or more computers 
and to which the apparatus can directly route the contact, the stored table including a network 
address for each party within the local community of interest, and an indicator of which of at 
least two networks (cellular network, PSTN, Internet) over which the contacted party desired to 
be contacted; at least two network interface units, each for interfacing to a separate one of the at 
least two networks for receiving requests to contact parties; and a processor for completing the 
contact at the address and over the network stored in the table, and if not, sending the contact to a 
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different server over the Internet (see abstract; col. 1, lines 13-20; col. 5, lines 32-35). Miller 
does not specifically disclose contact a domain name server over the Internet if the party to be 
contacted is not in the local community of interest. Hov^ever, Galasso discloses contacting the 
server if the party to be contacted is not in the local community of interest (see col. 2, lines 16- 
34; col. 2, lines 44-53; col. 4, line 41 -col. 5, line 7). Therefore, it would have been obvious to a 
person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to contact the server as 
taught by Galasso in the system of Miller so that call can be forwarded to its destination. . 

Regarding claims 4-5, Galasso further discloses receiving information from the DNS, to 
parse the information to ascertain a network address of a second server having a local 
community of interest of which the party to be contacted is a part, and for establishing 
communications over the Internet between the apparatus and the second server; monitoring 
signals received from the second server during call setup, and for determining when to begin 
transmission of audio communications (see 620, 630 of figure 4; col. 1, line 36-coL 2, line 5; col. 
5, lines 58-64; col. 7, line 44-col. 8, line 7). Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to contact the server and use the 
received information to establish a connection with the called party as taught by Galasso in the 
system of Miller in order to establish a communication between a source and a destination. 

Regarding claim 6, claim 6 is a method claim that has substantially all the limitation of 
the respective apparatus claims 1-5. Therefore, it is subject to the same rejection. 

Regarding claim 7, Galasso discloses the identification of the called party includes an 
email address associated with the called party (see table 1 in col. 5). Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to use the 
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email address as the identification as taught by Galasso in the system of Miller so that different . 
addresses can be used to identify a called party. 

Regarding claims 8-10, Miller discloses using the graphical user interface to update the 
table (subscriber profile) (see col 4, lines 26-32). 

Regarding claims 11-15, claims 1 1-15 are method claims that have substantially all the 
limitations of the respective apparatus claims 1-5. Therefore, they are subject to the same 
rejection. 

Regarding claims 16-18, Miller discloses the called party can change the table (subscriber 
profile) and prioritizing sets of information (see abstract; figures 10-12; col. 12, line 1-col. 13, 
line 20). 

Response to Arguments 
4. Applicant's arguments filed 8/4/04 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

The applicant argued that Miller does not disclose a table that stores both network 
addresses and desired networks to be used to reach a contacted party. Miller does not disclose 
two separate networks from which to receive, and to which to send, contacts, and Miller does not 
disclose determining if the contacted party is within the local community of interest. The 
examiner disagrees because Miller discloses all of these limitations. In the abstract. Miller 
discloses that "The subscriber profile (table) specifies which communication services the 
subscriber wishes to provide to different people who call the subscriber's telephone number" and 
in col. 1, lines 16-20, Miller defines the telecommunication services include: automatic routing 
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services, voice mail services, facsimile services, paging services, cellular phone services and 
personal 800 numbers. When a caller calls the subscriber using a single telephone number, the 
call will be routed to the subscriber through one of the services provided to the subscriber based 
on the priority of each conmnmication service set by the subscriber. Therefore, Miller does teach 
a table that stores both network addresses and desired networks to be used to reach a contacted 
party. The telecommunication services provided by Miller use both a circuit switch network and 
a data network. In col. 1, lines 59-61, Miller discloses the communication system is coupled to 
the Internet and in col. 4, lines 47-51, Miller teaches the call may reach the service provider in 
any of a number of different ways including circuit switch and packet switch. Therefore, Miller 
teaches two separate networks from which to receive, and to which to send, contacts. Miller 
inherently discloses determining if the contacted party is within the local community of interest 
because when Miller's system search the subscriber profile to route the call to the subscriber, the 
search will determine if the subscriber is local to the server that performing the search. The 
applicant also argued that Galasso merely a technique for completing contacts over the Internet 
by means of a gatekeeper. However, there would be no motivation to combine Galasso with 
Miller, because Miller does not complete calls over the Internet at all, and hence would have.no 
use for the gatekeeper of Galasso, The examiner disagrees because Miller does teach complete 
calls over the Internet as described above and the use of a domain name server such as the one 
disclosed by Galasso is obvious because the local server's database do not contain every 
addresses existing in the world. Therefore, it is necessary for the local server to contact the 
domain name server to search for unknovm addresses. The examiner also would like to remind 
the applicant that the system disclosed by Miller is for personal use such that a caller need to 
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remember only one telephone number to contact the subscriber at different locations through 
cellular phone, 800 number, voicemail, paging etc. and not for business use such as routing the 
call to the billing department or customer complaint department as argued on page 6 of the 
remark. 

Conclusion 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Brian D Nguyen whose telephone number is (571) 272-3084. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30-6:00 Monday-Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kenneth Vanderpuye can be reached on (571) 272-3078. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
apphcations is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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